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S1tion
_____________ c-p'L;I tions, of aquatic biota,
[ACITATHESS rate, %rtebrate and plant
t'beidegraded as a result of point
npoint source discharge. This

) transient as well as cumulative
conditions.. - Short-term variances from these
objectives may be allowed for actions that are
being taken to fulfill statutory requirements
under Tribal law or the federal Endangered
Species Act.
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Biotic Index Values

Eycellent (Pristine water)
Very Good Water Quality
~Good WQ (some pollution)
- Fair (Moderately polluted)
- Poor (seriously polluted)

ery Poor (extremely
polluted waters)



IEERUINVINESLESSOrS:

N JHer source: \/\/rl ieWater Treatment Plant

JIJI)JJIJ' sources: North-Tahoe Drain,

amboaEereck Urban storm water runoff,
J [ifigauorn r'gP N flows back into the river.

-Exotic S Species: Non-native salmonids, like
Rainbew, trout compete and hybridize Wlth
native Lahon"can Cutthroat trout (LCT). Brown
and Rainbow: trout are more aggressive, and
effectively compete with LCT. Tall Whitetop,
purpleloose strife, and the aquatic Eurasian
watermilfoil are competing with native plants.
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Sampling

Counting Method

Method
19e1 Total
1992=1195¢

1965 Total

1990 Total

L))

1992 Estimated

19935 Estimated
‘ 1994 Presence/Absence
‘ | ';395 Surber Presence/Absence

8 Surber Total

1997 NO DATA

1998 NO DATA

1999 Surber Total

2000 Surber Total
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Approximat \ Average
2 Uggirazi]
DIStENCE
(e1l23)
menViBE

48,9

Average

*Only 2 of 6 sites for 2001 had been processed and ready for this analysis.
BOLD sites are sites that will be part of the future sampling scheme.

PLPT Biological Index 100-80 (c i 99-9 5000 49-40) Poor
Score and Narrative Rating

1919




Spatial and Temporal Trends

‘MetricNamel‘ PLPT Bio Indexl'
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Trichoptera

Ephem

Plecotera Chironmids

1981 (Normal) | 1989 (Dry)

Corbicula

Planaria

Taxa Frequency
Lower Truckee River (Dry/Wet YRS.)

Gammarus Gastropoda

Il 1996 (Wet Year)
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